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DETAILED ACTION 
Withdrawn Rejections 

1. The 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection of claims 1 - 3 over Riboud (USPN 3,417,418) in view of 
Wood (USPN 5,763,038) in the office action dated September 22, 2006 is withdrawn due to 
Applicant's amendments in the response dated December 19, 2006. 

2. The 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection of claims 4 and 5 over Riboud (USPN 3,417,418) in view 
of Wood (USPN 5,763,038) and Shizuno et al. in the office action dated September 22, 2006 is 
withdrawn due to Applicant's amendments in the response dated December 19, 2006. 

Repeated Rejections 

3. The nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting rejection of claims 1, 3 and 5 over 
claims 1, 5, 6, 7 and 8 of copending Application No. 10/271,788 in the office action dated 
September 22, 2006 is repeated. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 1 - 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which was not 
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described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. Claim 1 contains the language "including an axis of rotation" and "as measured in a 
direction parallel to the axis of rotation", which is not supported by the specification. The 
specification is silent as to how the axis of rotation is to being defined with regard to the 
adhesive roll. Claim 1 1 contains similar language that is not supported by the specification. 

Claims 2-10 are also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 1 st paragraph due to their 
dependency on the above rejected claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1 - 3, 6 and 9 - 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Riboud (USPN 3,417,418) in view of Wood (USPN 5,763,038). 

Riboud discloses an adhesive roll cleaner (Figures 1-5; Column 1, lines 23 - 24) 
comprising a core tube including an axis of rotation (Column 2, lines 55 - 56) and a plurality of 
adhesive tapes (Column 2, lines 8-14), each of the adhesive tapes having an adhesive applied to 
one side there to form an adhesive portion (Column 2, lines 1 - 5), each of the adhesive tapes 
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being helically wound (Column 2, lines 8-11, wherein spirally is the same as helically) around 
the core tube in a layered configuration with the adhesive portion out (Column 2, lines 1-5) and 
each of the adhesive tapes being would with a gap of prescribed with between every adjacent 
turn (Column 2, lines 13 - 14) as in claims 1 and 11. However, Riboud fails to teach the 
adhesive tape which is located at the upper layer having a larger width as measured in a direction 
parallel to the axis of rotation than that of the adhesive tape which is located at the lower layer, 
the width of the adhesive tapes increases stepwise toward the upper layer, the adhesive tapes 
each have a non-adhesive portion with no adhesive applied on both longitudinal sides of the 
adhesive tape, the positions of the gaps are different between adjacent layers in the thickness 
direction, wherein the width of the of the adhesive tapes in each layer stepwise increases with 
some layers being disposed in first, second and third groups, with the first group being the 
innermost group and the third group being the outermost group and the width of the adhesive 
tapes increasing gradually from an innermost layer toward an outermost layer. 

Wood teaches an adhesive tape which is located at the upper layer having a larger width 
than that of the adhesive tape which is located at the lower layer (Column 1, lines 53 - 56), the 
width of the adhesive tapes increases stepwise or gradually toward the upper layer (Column 3, 
line 55 to Column 4, line 12), the positions of the perforations are different between adjacent 
layers in the thickness direction (Figure 4, #32) and the adhesive tapes each have a non-adhesive 
portion with no adhesive applied on both longitudinal sides of the adhesive tape (Column 2, lines 
23 - 29) as part of a lint removal tape (Column 4, line 63) for the purpose of having an outermost 
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sheet that covers the perforations of the underneath layers which reduces instances of the tape 
tearing in a downweb direction (Column 1, lines 59 - 63). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's 
invention was made to have provided the a upper layer having an increasing larger width the 
lower adhesive tape and the adhesive tape having non-adhesive portions in Riboud in order to 
have an outermost sheet that covers the perforations of the underneath layers which reduces 
instances of the tape tearing in a downweb direction as taught by Wood. 

With regard to the limitation of "adhesive tape which is located at the upper layer having 
a larger width as measured in a direction parallel to the axis of rotation than that of the adhesive 
tape which is located at the lower layer", since Applicant's specification fails to disclose where 
the axis is located with regard to the adhesive roll, the axis is defined as running parallel to the 
end of the adhesive roll. 

With regard to the limitation of "the width of the of the adhesive tapes in each layer 
stepwise increases with some layers being disposed in first, second and third groups, with the 
first group being the innermost group", it is well settled that a particular shape of a prior 
invention carries no patentable weight unless the applicant can demonstrate that the new shape 
provides significant unforeseen improvements to the invention. In the instant case, the 
application does not indicate any new, significant attributes of the invention due to its shape that 
would have been unforeseen to one of ordinary skill in the art. Therefore it would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to change the shape of the 
adhesive sheet to very in the width. On skilled in the art would have been motivated to do so in 
order to have the sheets fit smoothly around the core of the adhesive roller. MPEP 2144.04. 

8. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Riboud 
(USPN 3,417,418) in view of Wood (USPN 5,763,038) as applied to claims 1 - 3, 6 and 9 - 1 1 
above, and further in view of Shizuno et al. (US PGPub 2003/0088928). 

Riboud, as modified with Wood, discloses an adhesive roll cleaner comprising a core 
tube and a plurality of adhesive tapes, each of the adhesive tapes having an adhesive applied to 
one side there to form an adhesive portion, each of the adhesive tapes being helically wound 
around the core tube in a layered configuration with the adhesive portion out, each of the 
adhesive tapes being would with a gap of prescribed with between every adjacent turn and the 
adhesive tape which is located at the upper layer having a larger width than that of the adhesive 
tape which is located at the lower layer. However, the modified Riboud fails to disclose the gap 
being between a width of 0.1 to 4.0 mm and the adhesive tapes each have a tear strength of 500 
mN or greater as measured with an Elmendorf tear test in accordance with JIS P81 16. 

Shizuno et al. teach an adhesive roll cleaner that has a gap being between a width of 0.1 
to 4.0 mm (Page 2, Paragraph 0018) and the adhesive tapes each have a tear strength of 500 mN 
or greater as measured with an Elmendorf tear test in accordance with JIS P81 16 (Page 2, 



Application/Control Number: 10/529,903 Page 7 

Art Unit: 1772 

Paragraph 0021) for the purpose of preventing tearing of the adhesive sheet due to clinging 
debris (Page 2, Paragraph 0024). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's 
invention was made to have provided the gap and tear strength in the modified Riboud in order 
to prevent tearing of the adhesive sheet due to clinging debris as taught by Shizuno et al. 

9. Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Riboud 
(USPN 3,417,418) in view of Wood (USPN 5,763,038) as applied to claims 1 - 3, 6 and 9 - 1 1 
above, and further in view of Hukuba (USPN 5,548,861). 

Riboud, as modified with Wood, discloses an adhesive roll cleaner comprising a core 
tube and a plurality of adhesive tapes, each of the adhesive tapes having an adhesive applied to 
one side there to form an adhesive portion, each of the adhesive tapes being helically wound 
around the core tube in a layered configuration with the adhesive portion out, each of the 
adhesive tapes being would with a gap of prescribed with between every adjacent turn and the 
adhesive tape which is located at the upper layer having a larger width than that of the adhesive 
tape which is located at the lower layer. However, the modified Riboud fails to disclose each 
adhesive tape including a mark indicative of a peel position and where the mark is on a 
longitudinal side area not including adhesive. 
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Hukuba teaches each adhesive tape including a mark indicative of a peel position (Figure 
6, #8) and where tape has a longitudinal side not including adhesive (Figure 3, #13) for the 
purpose of indicating the direction along which the sheet is taken or the sheet winding direction 
(Column 8, lines 13-15). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's 
invention was made to have provided the marking in the modified Riboud in order to indicate the 
direction along which the sheet is taken or the sheet winding direction as taught by Hukuba. 

Hukuba discloses the claimed invention except for the mark is on a longitudinal side area 
not including adhesive. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to locate the mark on the longitudinal side area not including 
adhesive, since it has been held that rearranging parts of an invention involves only routine skill 
in the art. MPEP 2144.04. 

Response to Arguments 
10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-11 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. However, since the same prior art is being used in the 
above rejections, please the responses below. 

In response to Applicant's argument that Wood fails to disclose "adhesive tape which is 
located at the upper layer having a larger width as measured in a direction parallel to the axis of 
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rotation than that of the adhesive tape which is located at the lower layer", since Applicant's 
specification fails to disclose where the axis is located with regard to the adhesive roll, the axis is 
defined as running parallel to the end of the adhesive roll, thereby Wood teaches an adhesive 
tape which is located at the upper layer having a larger width than that of the adhesive tape 
which is located at the lower layer (Column 1, lines 53 - 56). 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patricia L. Nordmeyer whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1496. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thurs. from 10:00-7:30 & alternate 
Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Harold Y. Pyon can be reached on (571) 272-1498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Patricia L. Nordmeyer 

Examiner 

Art Unit 1772 
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